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powers, and the States, in a subordinate way, sovereign to the extent of their 
reserved powers. But this contention involves a double offence against 
sound constitutional law, first, in dividing sovereignty, which is a psychological 
element— the will — and then in delegating a fragment of it to an agent. This 
nonsensical doctrine was doubtless resorted to in order to neutralize the right 
of secession ; but the Northern writers seemed to forget that investing the 
States with sovereignty did not involve secession at will. The North had the 
alternative in 1861 of resting its cause upon the inadequacy of justification for 
withdrawal, and that it did not do so, preferring to fly into absurd constitu- 
tional theories, must show that it felt that the South did have just cause to 
consider the compact of Union broken. Mr. Lincoln, who habitually spoke 
of "the sovereignty of government," declared at the same time that "this 
was a government of the people, by the people, and for the people." What 
people ? Surely, either the people of the whole Union collectively or the 
peoples of the States separately. But it is admitted that the States — that is, 
their people — are sovereign in certain respects. Then they are so wholly, for 
sovereignty cannot be divided. Under this view, which is the only logical 
view, Virginia has two governments : one whose headquarters are at Washing- 
ton, and another whose headquarters are at Richmond. Lincoln deserved no 
credit for his ringing exposition of the true nature of government, for his 
whole course of action was in conflict with his words. Nor were the words 
original to him, for seventy years before, Dr. Thomas Cooper, one of the 
ablest philosophical writers of the age, whose warm democracy brought him 
into disfavor with the Federalists for disputing the "sovereignty" of the 
alien and sedition laws, used nearly identical words in his letters on emigra- 
tion, in 1794 : "The government of the United States is the government of 
the people and for the people." 

Histokt and Genealogy of Peteb Montague, of Nansemond and Lancaster 
Counties, Virginia, and his Descendants — 1621-1894. Compiled and Pub- 
lished by George William Montague, also Compiler and Publisher of History 
and Genealogy of the Montague family of America. Amherst, Mass., U. 
S. A. : Press of Carpenter & Moorehouse. 1894. 

The gentleman who compiled this book has done a good work for Vir- 
ginia history, and ought to receive his full measure of praise. Nothing but 
the purest love of his subject could have upheld him in the burdensome labor 
which it unquestionably involved. Myriads of names and myriads of facts 
swell the carefully-stated details into a copious volume of information. The 
work contains matter of interest to thousands not related or connected with 
the Montagues, while that family itself has received the most careful and con- 
siderate attention. Peter Montague, the immigrant to Virginia, as is shown 
by the pedigree in the Herald's Office in England, is traced back through 
many centuries. In glancing over the pages, the eye of the writer is re- 
freshed by many familiar faces, but none comes to him with more cordial 
memories than the countenance of that splendid Virginia gentleman, Judge 
Robert L. Montague, who threw so much honor and lustre upon the family 
name. I hope the work will have an extensive sale, and in some degree reim- 
burse Mr. Montague for the time and money he has expended upon it. 



